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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This non-final office action is in response to the request for continued 
examination filed 13 January 2006 and the amendment filed 21 November 2005. 

2. Claims 1-17 are pending. Claims 16-17 are newly added. Claims 1,10, and 16- 
17 are independent claims. The rejection of claims 1-15 under 35 U.S.C. 103 over Allen 
et al. (US 5918239, filed 21 January 1997, hereafter Allen) in further view of Cordell et 
al. (US 5778372, filed 18 April 1996) has been withdrawn as necessitated by the 
amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4, 9-10, 13, and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Allen et al. (US 5918239, filed 21 January 1997, hereafter Allen), and 
further in view of Lowery et al. (US 5894554, patented 13 April 1999, hereafter Lowery). 

In regard to independent claim 1, Allen discloses the capability of identifying and 
obtaining data for a web page in response to a user instruction and processing the 
received data to generate and display the web page on a display screen connected 
thereto and wherein when the web page has been selected (Allen Abstract and Col 2 
Lines 15-22) 
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Allen does not specifically disclose the data is being received the reformatting of 
the displayed web page is controlled so as to occur only after a predetermined time has 
elapsed since the previous web page reformat or after a predetermined event has 
occurred to reduce the number of reformats required in displaying the web page as data 
is received. However, Lowery discloses the data is being received the reformatting of 
the displayed web page is controlled so as to occur only after a predetermined time has 
elapsed since the previous web page reformat or after a predetermined event has 
occurred to reduce the number of reformats required in displaying the web page as data 
is received (Figures 4-5; column 8, lines 26-51: Here, the interceptor intercepts the URL 
request, manages the resources, and presents the requested URL to a user once the 
entire page has been assembled, a predetermined event). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have 
combined Lowery with Allen, since it would have allowed a user to more quickly receive 
a requested webpage (Lowery: column 6, line 56- column 7, line 8). 

In regard to dependent claim 2, Allen and Lowery disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Allen further 
discloses wherein the use of the data processor is controlled by allowing the 
reformatting of the displayed web page to be stopped from occurring as the data is 
received (Allen Col 2 Lines 15-22) 

In regard to dependent claim 4, Allen and Lowery disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Allen further 
discloses wherein when the first portion of data is received for a newly selected display 
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page a reformat is carried out immediately to give the user the earliest possible 
indication of progress. (Allen Abstract and Col 2 Lines 9-14) 

In regard to dependent claim 9, Allen and Lowery disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Allen further 
discloses the entire data fetch is complete as required, the reformatting of the displayed 
page can occur and the parts of the page which need to be changed in response to the 
newly received data are reformatted. (Allen Col 4 Lines 20-35) 

In regard to independent claim 10, Allen discloses a deferring system which 
prevents the web browser from reformatting pages during the reception of data each 
time the display page layout needs to change in response to a user selection wherein 
the web browser reformats according to ...or when a predetermined amount of the data 
for the new page has been received. (Allen Abstract and Col 2 Lines 15-22) 

Allen does not specifically disclose the data is being received the reformatting of 
the displayed web page is controlled so as to occur only after a predetermined time has 
elapsed since the previous web page reformat or after a predetermined event has 
occurred to reduce the number of reformats required in displaying the web page as data 
is received. However, Lowery discloses the data is being received the reformatting of 
the displayed web page is controlled so as to occur only after a predetermined time has 
elapsed since the previous web page reformat or after a predetermined event has 
occurred to reduce the number of reformats required in displaying the web page as data 
is received (Figures 4-5; column 8, lines 26-51: Here, the interceptor intercepts the URL 
request, manages the resources, and presents the requested URL to a user once the 
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entire page has been assembled, an event). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have combined Lowery 
with Allen, since it would have allowed a user to more quickly receive a requested 
webpage (Lowery: column 6, line 56- column 7, line 8). 

In regard to dependent claim 13, Allen and Lowery disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 10, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Allen further 
discloses wherein the reformat is delayed until all data for the entire page is received. 
(Allen Col 2 Lines 15-22) 

In regard to dependent claim 15, Allen and Lowery disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 10, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Allen further 
discloses a management system wherein the system is incorporated in a processor of a 
broadcast data receiver, which allows Internet access (Allen Abstract: i.e. it is known 
that a web browser in displayed through the Internet). 

As per independent claims 16 and 17, the applicant discloses the limitations 
substantially similar to those in claim 1. Claims 16 and 17 are similarly rejected. 

5. Claims 3, 12, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Allen and Lowery, and further in view of Horvitz (US 6085226, patented 4 July 
2000). 

In regard to dependent claim 3, Allen and Lowery disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Allen fails to 
specifically disclose wherein the facility prevents the reformatting of the displayed page 
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until a prefixed time interval has elapsed after the previous display page reformat. 
However, Horvitz mentions the web page event occurring during a certain time period 
(Figure 17a, item 1705). It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to 
apply Horvitz to Allen, providing Allen the benefit of displaying the web page during a 
certain elapsed time the insure a correct and transformation as well as quick 
transformation. 

In regard to dependent claim 12, Allen and Lowery disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 10, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Allen fails to 
specifically disclose wherein the reformat is delayed for the duration of a predesignated 
time period from the occurrence of a user selection. However, Horvitz mentions the web 
page event occurring during a certain time period (Figure 17a). It would have been 
obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to apply Cordell to Allen, providing Allen the 
benefit of displaying the web page during a certain elapsed time the insure a correct 
and transformation as well as quick transformation. 

In regard to dependent claim 14, Allen and Lowery disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 10, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Allen fails to 
specifically disclose wherein upon a user selection, the processor performs the data 
reception function only for a predesignated period of time. However, Cordell mentions 
the web page event occurring during a certain time period (Cordell Col 13 Lines 24-40). 
It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to apply Cordell to Allen, 
providing Allen the benefit of displaying the web page during a certain elapsed time the 
insure a correct and transformation as well as quick transformation. 
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6. Claims 5, 7-8, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Allen and Lowery, and further in view of Cordell. 

In regard to dependent claim 5, Allen does not specifically disclose wherein when 
an event occurs in the reception of data that would conventionally cause an immediate 
reformat of the web page the facility notes the highest y-coordinate point or level in the 
displayed page that would be affected by the reformat and commences the time 
interval. However, Cordell mentions a similar process (Cordell Col 13 Lines 1-58). It 
would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to apply Cordell to Allen, 
providing Allen the benefit of determining the highest level of the displayed page 
affected to ensure the correct format of the page. 

In regard to dependent claim 7, Allen and Lowery and Cordell disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
Lowery further discloses reformatting of the page display can occur during the time 
interval if all or a predefined proportion of data for the page is received during the time 
interval (column 8, lines 26-51). ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have combined Lowery with Allen, since 
it would have allowed a user to more quickly receive a requested webpage (Lowery: 
column 6, line 56- column 7, line 8). 

In regard to dependent claim 8, Allen does not specifically disclose wherein 
sufficient data is deemed to have been received when data which would allow changes 
to the web page to be achieved up to the previously noted highest y-coordinate point or 
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level has been received. However, Cordell mentions a similar process (Cordell Col 13 
Lines 1-58). It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to apply 
Cordell to Allen, providing Allen the benefit of determining the highest level of the 
displayed page affected to ensure the correct format of the page. 

In regard to dependent claim 1 1 , Allen does not specifically disclose a 
management system wherein when a new data event occurs that would normally cause 
an immediate page reformat, the browser takes note of the highest point in the page 
that would be affected and starts a time and delays reformat until a predesignated time 
elapses. However, Cordell mentions a similar process (Cordell Col 13 Lines 1-58). It 
would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to apply Cordell to Allen, 
providing Allen the benefit of determining the highest level of the displayed page 
affected to ensure the correct format of the page. 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Allen and 
Lowery and Cordell, and further in view of Horvitz. 

As per dependent claim 6, the applicant discloses the limitations substantially 
similar to those in claim 3. Claim 6 is similarly rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-17 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R. Stork whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 78 

krs 
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